and car belonging to researchers in Santa Cruz, California, in 2008, and the March 2009 torching of a car belonging to David Jentsch, a neuroscientist at the University of California, Los Angeles (UCLA). "Why aren't they arresting these guys?" asks Trull. "It is hard to believe that these extremists are so sophisticated that they don't leave any trail. "
There are also few signs that the law has been a deterrent. The number of illegal incidents fluctuates wildly (see 'Wrongs in the name of animal rights'), and analyses by groups on both sides of the issue -the NABR and the activistsympathizing Bite Back magazine -show no clear effect on the number or nature of attacks since the AETA was passed.
Most law-enforcement efforts against animal rights-related crimes in the past decade rely on other legislation. In California, which sees the bulk of US attacks, the state's Researcher Protection Act of 2008 has made it a misdemeanour to publish the names and locations of researchers to encourage crimes against them. Under other state laws, UCLA has been granted injunctions that ban several activists from approaching researchers' homes. Activists have also been successfully pursued under anti-stalking laws.
The strong language of the AETA -which in the Berkeley case raises freedom of speech issues, the judge warned -could be making prosecutors wary of using it. Lawyers for the defendants say that much of the activists' activity -chalking, chanting and leafletingshould be considered protected 'speech' , and therefore be exempt from restriction. According to Michael Macleod-Ball, chief legislative counsel of the New York-based American Civil Liberties Union, "Prosecutors need to be care-"Prosecutors need to be careful about how they use this, because the language in the statute is a little squishy. "
Researchers who have been the target of attacks don't want prosecutors to give up yet. Jentsch endured lengthy protests at his home after the burning of his car. He thinks that the AETA could deter protesters who are "actively seeking the boundary of protected speech" to harm researchers without getting arrested. But this won't happen until there are more AETA arrests. "I don't see that the AETA has really affected activists yet, " says Jentsch. "It has got to be used to aggressively pursue people who have pushed the bounds of behaviour. "
■

Emma Marris
See Editorial, page 414.
Targeted researchers support the legislation, despite free-speech concerns.
Animal rights 'terror' law challenged
WRONGS IN THE NAME OF ANIMAL RIGHTS
The National Association for Biomedical Research tracks illegal activity by animal-rights activists, including claims, threats and reported incidents. 
